ries to be taken from Ethiopia (Ogaden and the "reserve
territories1'), and to place this "Greater Somaliland" under
Great Britain's trusteeship. Thus Great Britain's colonial em-
pire would obtain a new extension of rights in North and
Northeast Africa. As we see, it was proposed to do this not
only at the expense of vanquished Italy, but also of Ethiopia,
which, as everyone knows, is a member of the United Nations
organization. The realization of such plans would lead to the
further consolidation of Great Britain's practically monopo-
listic position in the entire enormous area of the Mediterra-
nean and the Red Sea. These British plans encountered no
criticism from the American delegation. On the contrary,
an'y proposal which seemed undesirable to Great Britain
from the point of view of the preservation and further con-
solidation of her monopoly position in the Mediterranean
met with determined resistance from the Americans as well
as the British. The question of the Italian colonies remained
unsettled, tand British troops continue to be the masters
in these territories, and in certain territories of Ethiopia
too.
The question of the Halo-Yugoslav frontier and Trieste
must also be classed among the basic problems of the Paris
meeting. Only thte Soviet delegation supported Yugoslavia on
this issue. The justice of Yugoslavia's claim to the Julian
March was not disputed by anyone. No one defended the de-
cision taken after the first-world war to transfer the Julian
March to Italy. It was clear to all that this is part of Yugo-
slavia's national territory, that Slovenes and Croats predomi-
nate in this area. Nevertheless, the Americans British and
French experts proposed that the Julian March be split into
two parts: eastern and western. And together with the west-
ern part, which in the French proposal forms only a small
part of the Julian March, Trieste, too; which is the head of
the en-tire Julian March, was to be severed from Yugoslavia.